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is fed by the borough rate. To compel a town council
to take half the cost of paying and clothing its police
from the first account and solemnly pay it into the
other is a gross absurdity, and its maintenance for
now nearly a quarter of a century is one of the most
striking instances of the inefficiency of English
administration and legislation. It has very frequently
led to watch committees recommending their councils
to agree to an increase of the police force on the
ground that " the Government will pay half/' and I
well remember the astonishment with which the flat
denial of this statement was received in one fairly
intelligent town council nearly twenty years after
parliament had ceased voting the police grant.1

We have already seen that two different principles
were adopted by the Local Government Act in the
distribution of money between the complete counties,
(i) the principle of the allocation of uniform taxes to
the areas in which they were collected, and (2) the
principle of dividing the total proceeds of a tax accord-
ing to certain proportions fixed once for all. We have
already seen also that in the distribution between each
county and its county-boroughs two other principles
were adopted by the Act, or, at any rate, by the Com-
missioners acting under it: (3) the principle of sums
fixed for all time, and (4) the principle of rateable
value. We now see that in the distribution between
the minor authorities within the administrative county
only one of these principles, that of fixed sums, was
adopted (in the union officers grant), while three more

1 In Manchester the converse mistake was once made, a proposal for
diminution of the police force being discussed on the assumption that
tl\e rates would share the benefit with the national exchequer..